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after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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closed in accordance with the practice under Ex parte Quayle, 1935 CD. 11, 453 O.G. 213. 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Election/Restrictions 

1. Applicant's election of group 1: claims 1-13, 14, 17-24, and 25 in the reply filed on 
10/24/2005 is acknowledged. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 35 1(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 2 1 (2) of such treaty in the English language. 

3. Claims 1, 4, 6-7 and 17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. 
Patent No. 6,771,623 B2 to Ton. 

As to claim 1, see e.g., figure 3 (and not figure 2) with respect to Advanced 
Dynamic Load Balancing. As such, receiving an access request message indicating a 
request for mobile IP services is taught as MIP registration request 320, 325. Assigning 
the home agent from a pool of available agents is taught when home agent #1 determines 
whether it will handle the request or pass on the request to the best suited home agent in 
the "pool", see e.g., column 7, lines 19-27. Finally, transmitting a home agent address of 
the home agent is MIP registration reply message 350, 360 which contains the HA IP 
address extension, see e.g., column 7, lines 35-49. 
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As to claim 4, see figure 3 where a request message requests a home agent thus 
indicating a home agent assignment and the request further pre-selects a home agent (i.e., 
a preferred agent is selected). 

As to claims 6-7, the semi-static home agent is the pre-selected home agent where 
the selected home agent either is the chosen home agent or selects another home agent. 

As to claim 17, see similar rejection to claim 1 . 

4. Claims 14 and 25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by U.S. 
Patent No. 6,795,705 Bl to Warner et al ("Warner"). 

As to claim 14, Warrier teaches that the home agent control node (HACN) 
detects a home agent HA failuer, see e.g., column 5, lines 15-20. In particular, Warrier 
teaches various techniques for detecting a failure including a status message, see e.g., 
column 6, lines 27-40. Thus the status message includes availability information. 

As to claim 25, see similar rejection to claim 14. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 2 and 3 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over U.S. 
Patent No. 6,771,623 B2 to Ton in view of U.S. Patent No. 6,785,823 Bl to Abrol et al 
("Abrory 
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As such to claims 2-3, Ton discloses using a registration request and response 
message but is silent to using the RADIUS protocol in conjunction with the 
request/response protocol. 

Abrol teaches the further recited limitation above at e.g., see figure 5 with respect 
to steps 590 and 595 and at column 12, lines 1-20. 

The proposed modification of the above-applied reference(s) necessary to arrive 
at the claimed subject matter would be to modify Ton by clarifying that the request and 
response message have an NAI extension for RADIUS. 

As such, examiner notes that it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art 
prior to applicant's invention to include the above limitation. In particular, the motivation 
for modifying the reference or to combine the reference teachings would be for a more 
secure protocol. In particular, Abrol cures the above-cited deficiency by providing a 
motivation since the RADIUS is a more secure protocol. Second, there would be a 
reasonable expectation of success since both references teach mobile IP. Thus the 
references either in singular or in combination teach the above claim limitation(s). 
7. Claims 5, 18 and 19-20 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
U.S. Patent No. 6,771,623 B2 to Ton in view of "Design and Analysis of a Replicated Server 
Architecture for Supporting IP Host Mobility" to Juv et ai (Vuv"). 

As such to claimS, Ton discloses load balancing but does not specifically mention 
a load balancing protocol, see e.g., column 7, lines 13-20. 

Juv teaches the further recited limitation above at e.g., pages 19-20. 
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The proposed modification of the above-applied reference(s) necessary to arrive 
at the claimed subject matter would be to modify Ton by clarifying different types of load 
balancing algorithms such as round robin. 

As such, examiner notes that it would have been obvious to one skilled in the art 
prior to applicant's invention to include the above limitation. In particular, the motivation 
for modifying the reference or to combine the reference teachings would be to perform 
load balancing with schemes that are well known in the art and that is simple to 
implement. In particular, Abrol cures the above-cited deficiency by providing a 
motivation Abrol discloses that round robin is simple to implement, see e.g., left-hand 
column on page 20. Second, there would be a reasonable expectation of success since 
both references teach mobile IP. Thus the references either in singular or in combination 
teach the above claim limitation(s). 

As to claim 18, see similar rejection to claim 5. 

As to claims 19-20, see similar rejection to claim 6. 

Allowable Subject Matter 
8. Claims 8-13 and 21-24 are allowed. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Derrick W. Ferris whose telephone number is (571) 272-3123. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 9 A.M. - 4:30 P.M. E.S.T. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Ricky Ngo can be reached on (571)272-3139. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300: 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Derrick W. Ferris 
Examiner 




DWF 



